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PRE^APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 

Pursuant to United States Patent and Trademark Office OG Notices: 1 2 July 2005 - New 
Pre- Appeal Brief Conference Pilot Program, a request for a review of identi fied, matters on 
appeal is hereby submitted with the Notice of Appeal Review of these identified matters by a 
panel of examiners is requested because the rejections of . record ai e clearly notprpper and are 
without basis, in view of a clear legal or factual deficiency in the rejections^ AH rights to address 
additional matters on appeal in any subsequent appeal brief are hereby reserved. 

Claims 1, 3-14, 17-28, and 31-34 are currently pending, of which claims 1, 7, 14, 28, and 

34 are independent. Claims 1, 3-14, 17-28, and 31-34 stand rejected as being unpatentable over 

Nwabueze (2002/0144174) in view of Bal (2004/0164961). Applicants submit that the rejections 

are clearly erroneous and should be withdrawn because neither Nwabueze, Bal, nor any proper 

combination of the two, describes or suggests at least one feature recited in each of the claims. 

/. Neither Nwabueze, Bal, nor any proper combination of the two, describes or 
suggests every feature of independent claims 1, 14, 28, and 34. 

Claim 1 recites, inter alia, a data analysis display configured to display representations of 
sub-processes included in the data analysis process identified by a selected entry, where the 
displayed representations of sub-processes include a representation of a deployment sub-process 
for storing a created data attribute in one of a first transactional data source, a second 
transactional data source other than the first transactional data source, or a second analytical datja 
source used for analyticial processing. The data analysis display also is configured to display 
connections betweien the displayed sub-processes, the connections indicating a sequence with 
which the displayed sub-processes are performed when performing the data analysis process. 
The pending rejection of claim 1, over Nwabueze and Bal, is not proper at least because neither 
Nwabueze, Bal, nor any proper combination of the two, describes or suggests these features, 

Nwabueze describes a system configured to extract, organize, format, and present data 
for business intelligence purposes. See Nwabueze at paragraph [0043], As shown in Fig. 2, the 
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system acquires data from multiple sources, perfonns various processing operations pn.the data, 
and displays the processed data to a customer. See Nwabueze at paragraphs [0048]-[b056]. 
Nwabueze, however, does not display representations of sub-processes or connections: between 
the displayed sub-processes. Instead^ Nwabueze is directed to displaying processed data as 
output of a data process rather than displavmg a representation of sub-processes included in the 
data process. Applicants submit that the output data described in Nwabucze does not display a 
representation of sub-processes included in a data analysis process, nor does the output data 
display connections between the sub-processes indicating a sequence with which the sub- 
processes are performed. Therefore, Nwabueze fails to describe or suggest a data analysis 
display configured to display representations of sub-processes included in the data analysis 
process identified by a selected entry, where the displayed representations of sub-processes 
include a representation of a deployment sub-process for storing a created data attribute in one of 
a first transactional data source, a second transactional data source other than the first 
transactional data source, or a second analytical data source used for analytical processing, as 
recited in claim 1 . Moreover, Nwabueze fails to describe or suggest that the data analysis 
display is fiulher configured to display connections between the displayed sub-processes, the 
connections indicating a sequence with which the displayed sub-processes are performed when 
performing the data analysis process, as also recited in claim 1. Notably, the Examiner admits 
that Nwabueze fails to describe or suggest these features and relics on Bal. See final OfTice 
Action of at pages 4-S. 

Bal fails to remedy the deficiencies of Nwabueze. Speeificaily, the final Office action 
cites FIGS. lOa-lOc of Bal in rejecting these features. S^ final Office Action atpage 5. None 
of FIGS. 10a- 10c of Bal, however, displays representations of sub-processes included in a data 
analysis process identified by a selected entry, where the displayed riEfpresentations of isub- 
processes include a representation of a deployment sub-process for storing a created/data 
attribute in one of a first transactional data source, a secondtransactional data source other than 
the first transactional data source. Or a second analytical data source used for analytical 
processing, as recited in claim L Nor do FIGS. l Oa-lQcof Bal display connections between the 
displayed sub-processes, the connections indicating a sequence with which the displayed sub- 
processes are performed when performing the data analysis process^ as also recited in claim 1. 
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In contrast, FIGS. l Oa-lQc of Bal show various screen displays that may be presented to a 
user of a data download and analytics engine* ^ Bal at paragraph [0043]. For instance; FIG. 
lOa.of Bal shows a screen display that enables a user to input a request to search for a 
corporation of interest, FIG. tOb of Bal shows a screen display that enables a user to query data 
related to the financial assets of the searched corporation, md FIG. 10c of Bal shows a screen 
display that may be presented to a user after the user enters the data present in the screen shot of 
FIG. 10b of Bal, See Bal at paragraphs [0044] -[0046]. As such, Bal fails to describe or suggest 
a data analysis display configured to (1) display representations of sub-processes included in a 
data analysis process and (2) display connections between the displayed sub-processes that 
indicate a sequence with which the displayed sub-processes are perfonned when performing the 
data analysis process. Rather, the displays show interface elements that enable a user to enter 
input to perform a query and a chart showing output data resulting from performing the query. 

In the Advisory action, the Examine appears to refer to the output data resulting from 
performing a query for the identified features. However, for reasons sunilar to the failures 
discussed aboye with respect to the output data displayed in Nwabueze, the chart showing output 
data resulting from performing a query docs not display a representation of sub-processes 
included in a data analysis process, nor does the chart display connections between the sub- 
processes indicating a sequence with which the sub-processes are performed. 

Accordingly, for at least the reasons discussed above, Applicants submit the Examiner 
has failed to make a proper rejection because neither Nwabueze, Bal, nor any proper 
combination of the two, describes or suggests a data analysis display configured to display 
representations of sub-processes included in the data analysis process identified by a selected 
entry, where the displayed representations of sub-processes include a representation of a 
deployment sub-process for storing a created data attribute in one of a first transactional data 
source, a second transactional data source other than the first transactional data source, or a 
second analytical data source used for analytical processing, as recited in claim 1 . Applicants 
also submit that neither Nwabueze, Bal^ nor any proper combination of the two, describes or 
suggests that the data analysis display is further configured to display connections between the 
displayed sub-processes, the connections indicating a sequence with which the displayed sub- 
processes are performed when performing the data analysis process, as also recited in claim 1. 
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Therefore, for at least these reasons, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the rejection of independent claim 1 and its dq>endcnt claims 3-6. 

Claims 14, 28, and 34, tecitc, inter alia^ receiving (claim 14) or a computer program 
product (claim 28) or a processor (claim 34) configured to receive multiple sub-process user 
inputs, each sub-process user input identifying a sub-process associated vidlh the data analysis 
process, where at least one of the identified sub-processes is a deployment sub-process for 
storing a data attribute created in another of the identified sub-processes in one of the first 
transactional data source, a second transactional data source other than the first transactional data 
source, or a second analytical data source used for analytical processing. As described above, 
neither Nwabueze, Bal, nor a proper combination of the two, describes or suggests a data 
analysis display configured to.display representations of sub-processes included in the diata 
analysis process identi fied by tlie selected entry, where the displayed representations of sub- 
processes include a representation of a deploymetit subrprocess for storing the created data 
attribute in one of the first transactional data source, a second transactional data spurce other than 
the first transactional data source, or a second analytical data source used for analytical 
processing. Therefore, Nwabueze, Bal, or any proper combination of the two, also fails to 
describe or suggest receipt qf multiple subrprocess user inputs, each sub-process user input 
identifying a sub-process associated Avith the data analysis process, where at least one of the 
identified sub-processes is a deployment sub-process for storing a data attribute created in 
another of the identified sub-processes in one of the first transactional data source, a second 
tratisactional data source other than the fijrst transactional data source, or a second analytical data 
source used for analytical processing. For at least these rieasons. Applicants submit that the 
rejections of claims 14, 28, and 34 and their dependent claims are not proper. 

2. Neither Nwabueze, BaJ^ nor any proper combindtidn of the twoy describes or 
suggests every feature of ifidependentjclaim Z 

Claim 7 recites, inter alia, a common data display for receiving an entry of selected meta- 
data elements to be used in a data analysis process wherein each meta-data elemcmt is associated 
with a corresponding data, element in a data source and with a corresponding data element in an 
analytical processing data sowce. Neither Nwabueze, Bal, nor any proper combination of the 
two, describes or suggests this fe^ltufe. 

In particular, the final Office action indicates that Nwabueze does not explicitly describe 
a common data display for receiving an entry of selected meta-data elements to be used in a data 
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analysis process wherein each metia-data element is associated with a corresponding data element 
in a data source and with a corresponding data element in an analytical processing data source. 
See final Office action at pages 7-8. For this feature, the iinal Office action relics on Bal. 

Specifically, the Examiner cites paragraph [0002] of Bal and states *^ote: other types of 
information collected," See final Office action at page 8, Paragraph [0002] of Bal describes that 
financial analysts analyze "'many of the publicly available sources of financial information" and 
lists examples of publicly available sources of financial information. The financial information 
and financial information sources described in Bal, however, do not represent meta-data 
elements to be used in a data analysis process where each meta-data element is associated with a 
corresponding data element in a data source and with a corresponding data element in an 
analytical processing data source. Merely noting that a reference describes "other types of 
information collected" is insiifficient to reject a claim that recites a common data display for 
receiving an entry of selected mcta^data elements to be used in a data analysis process wherein 
each meta-data clement is associated with a corresponding data element in a data source and with 
a conesponding data element in an analytical processing data source . Because neither 
Nwabueze, Bal. nor a proper combination of the two, describes or suggests these features, 
Applicants respectfully submit that the Examiner has failed to make a proper rejection of 
independent claim 7 and its dependent claims 8-13. 

3. Conclusion and Relief. 

For at least the reasons noted above, the rejections of record are clearly improper and 
without basis. Please apply any charges or credits to deposit account 06-1 050. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Date: ^1 /oh^^7< 

Customer No.: 32864 
Fish & Richardson P.C. 
1425 K Street, N.W. 
lllh Floor 

Washington, DC 20005-3500 
Telephone: (202) 783-5070 
Facsimile: (202)783-2331 

4044368 Kdoc 



Jereit^^ 
Reg. No. 58,680 



